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the immigrant communities. Additionally,
to ensure that all potentially eligible per-
sons have an opportunity to qualify for
245(i), if necessary the INS should accept pe-
titions and applications before the April 30,
2001 sunset date that do not contain all nec-
essary supporting documents, and allow ad-
ditional documents to be filed after the dead-
line.

Second, the legislation adds the members
of a third class action law suit, Zambrano v.
INS, to those covered by the LIFE Act’s pro-
visions concerning adjustment of status
under the Immigration Reform and Control
Act of 1986 (IRCA). We note that persons eli-
gible for adjustment pursuant to the com-
bined LIFE provisions include everyone who
has ‘‘filed with the Attorney General a writ-
ten claim of class membership’”, that is all
registered class members, not only those
who have been issued employment authoriza-
tion pursuant to a screening that did not re-
liably distinguish between potentially meri-
torious and non-meritorious applications.

We understand that several other class ac-
tion lawsuits are still pending in the federal
courts challenging other INS interpretations
of the 1986 adjustment provisions. The pre-
cise posture of one of these cases, Perales v.
Thornburgh, came to our attention after the
legislation had been finalized. We understand
that a class of about 200 identified plaintiffs
in Perales challenged the same regulation
whose illegality the INS has conceded in
Zambrano. We would encourage the Attorney
General to provide a just resolution for the
Perales class members in light of the legisla-
tion enacted today.

Other cases that have come to our atten-
tion, such as Proyecto San Pablo v. INS, and
Immigrant Assistance Project v. INS, are in
a different posture from those addressed by
the LIFE Act and these amendments, in that
they do not involve regulations that INS has
conceded were illegal. At the same time,
however, it is now almost 2001, that is, al-
most 15 years after the enactment of IRCA,
and these cases remain unresolved. We en-
courage the plaintiffs and the Attorney Gen-
eral to explore the possibility of settling
these cases and bringing to an end the years
of bitter and costly litigation. Nothing in
this legislation is intended to preclude this
option, or to preclude the Attorney General
from resolving any other IRCA adjustment
applications on the merits.

In that connection, we also note that when
the 1986 legalization program was enacted,
the Attorney General, pursuant to section
245A of the INA, was authorized to work in
conjunction with voluntary organizations
and other qualified State, local and commu-
nity organizations to broadly disseminate in-
formation about the legalization program.
The INS helped provide funding to these or-
ganizations to assist with the outreach ef-
fort, as well as with the preparation and sub-
mission of the applications for adjustment of
status. A similar outreach campaign should
be conducted to disseminate information
about the opportunity to apply for adjust-
ment of status under this Act. As noted
above, almost 15 years have elapsed since the
original legalization program was enacted,
therefore the need to publicize the resolution
of these issues reached by the LIFE Act and
amendments thereto is critical to ensure
that eligible persons are notified and have an
opportunity to obtain the benefits of this
Act. Moreover, nothing in the Act should be
construed to preclude the Attorney General
from providing funding to organizations
qualified and experienced in the preparation
and submission of adjustment applications.
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Third, the amendments clarify that the
spouses and unmarried children of the bene-
ficiaries of Section 1104 of the LIFE Act are
eligible for the Family Unity provisions of
the Immigration Act of 1990. By enacting
this provision, our objective is to ensure that
these family members are treated in the
same manner as the family members of those
who adjusted their status under IRCA.

In addition, the amendments address two,
more technical issues. Section 1104 LIFE Act
applicants, as well as beneficiaries under the
Nicaraguan Adjustment and Central Amer-
ican Relief Act (NACARA) and the Haitian
Refugee Immigrant Fairness Act (HRIFA)
are made eligible for certain waivers of
grounds of inadmissibility. These waivers are
ordinarily available only to persons who are
outside the U.S. The amendments to the
LIFE Act allow the covered individuals to
apply for these waivers in the U.S.

Finally, the LIFE amendments clarify that
section 241(a)(5) of the INA which bars any-
one who has been ordered removed and who
subsequently reenters the U.S. from obtain-
ing any relief under the INA. Because adjust-
ment under section 245A, NACARA, and
HRIFA is not ‘‘relief under’ the Act, LIFE
amendments specify that this bar does not
apply to LIFE section 1104 beneficiaries, or
NACARA or HRIFA applicants.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be ad-
vanced to third reading and passed and
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table, all without intervening ac-
tion, motion, or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (H.R. 1795) was read the third
time and passed.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I yield the
floor and suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, Senator
DASCHLE is here. We have a few resolu-
tions we can offer at this point.

——————

THANKING THE PRESIDENT PRO
TEMPORE

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I send a
resolution to the desk on behalf of my-
self and Senator DASCHLE and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 388) tendering the
thanks of the Senate to the President pro
tempore for the courteous, dignified, and im-
partial manner in which he has presided over
the deliberations of the Senate.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be
agreed to and the motion to reconsider
be laid upon the table.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to, as follows:

S. RES. 388

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are
hereby tendered to the Honorable Strom
Thurmond, President pro tempore of the
Senate, for the courteous, dignified, and im-
partial manner in which he has presided over
its deliberations during the second session of
the One Hundred Sixth Congress.

Mr. LOTT. Let me note, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the distinguished Senator
from South Carolina, Senator STROM
THURMOND, has been very diligent in
his duties over the past 2 years. No
matter what hour of the day the Sen-
ate came in, Senator THURMOND was in
the chair and recognized the Chaplain
and called on a Senator to lead the
Pledge of Allegiance. On a few occa-
sions, I even suggested a substitute
could fill in, but on rare occasions did
that ever happen.

He has set a tremendous example for
all of us in the Senate. He continues
the tradition that Senator BYRD of
West Virginia also exhibited when he
was President pro tempore. So I am
sincere when I say we extend our ap-
preciation to Senator THURMOND for his
diligence as our President pro tempore.

Mr. DASCHLE addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I asso-
ciate myself with the remarks of the
distinguished majority leader.

I have admired the distinguished
President pro tempore for a lot of rea-
sons. But his diligence in opening the
session every day, and his willingness
to be as prompt as he always is, is
something admired on both sides of the
aisle.

So for all of his effort, for all of his
service, for his willingness to serve as
he has, we thank him.

I thank the majority leader for yield-
ing.

388) was

———

THANKING THE VICE PRESIDENT

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I send a
resolution to the desk on behalf of my-
self and Senator DASCHLE and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 389) tendering the
thanks of the Senate to the Vice President
for the courteous, dignified, and impartial
manner in which he has presided over the de-
liberations of the Senate.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be
agreed to and the motion to reconsider
be laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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